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The acts within the jurisdiction of a special judge or a judge pro tempore are the acts of the court.' The terms of the assignment 
order control the extent of the judge's authority.” The territorial extent of the jurisdiction and authority of a substitute judge are 


ordinarily the same as those of the regular judge. For instance, a circuit court judge from one county, who was appointed as a 
special judge in another county for the limited purpose of hearing a capital murder case, had territorial jurisdiction to transfer the 
case from the second county and to conduct the trial in the first county; the judge obtained territorial jurisdiction over the case, 
in the second county, by the special appointment, and the judge simultaneously enjoyed territorial jurisdiction in the judge's 


home district, i.e., the first county.’ 


A supplemental order appointing a judge as a special judge for a distinct purpose is construed as extending the judge's previous 


appointment and confers only that authority conferred in the statutory appointment." 


A competency trial is considered a civil mental health proceeding within a criminal case, for purposes of a statute conferring 


jurisdiction upon a special judge to hear any matter in a mental health proceeding. 
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As to authority of successor judges, see §§ 29 to 35. 

As to authority of judge to reconsider rulings by another judge, see §§ 36 to 41. 
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